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REMARKS 

SUMMARY OF CLAIM STATUS 

Claims 1-5, 7-10, 20-23, 25, 26, 29 and 30 are pending. Claims 1-5, 7, 20-23, 
25, 26, 29 and 30 are rejected. Claims 8-10 are objected to as depending from a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if properly rewritten in independent form. 
Applicant thanks the Examiner for this acknowledgement of patentable subject matter. 

Applicant requests the favorable reconsideration of the claims and withdrawal of 
the pending rejections and objections, in light of the amendments and the following 
remarks. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 

35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent Application 2002/0021775 by Deitl et al. Examiner states that Deitl 
discloses phase adjustment circuitry, and an interpolator coupled to receive the output 
signals and configured to provide a phase-adjusted signal, as does Applicant's 
invention. Applicant respectfully disagrees. However, in the interest of expedited 
examination, Applicant has amended Claim 29 to incorporate limitations analogous to 
the allowable limitations of Claim 8. Claim 30 depends from and further limits Claim 
29. Claims 29 and 30 are, therefore, allowable and Applicant respectfully urges their 
allowance. 

35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1-5, 7, 20-23, 25-26, and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sidiropoulos et al ("A Semi-digital Dual Delay-Locked Loop") 
in view of Deitl et al, above. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the rejections at 
least for the reasons stated in Applicant's prior response, filed June 25, 2007. 
However, Applicant has amended Claims 1 , 20, 25 and 29 in order to incorporate 
limitations analogous to those of allowable Claim 8. At least as amended, Claims 1 , 
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20, 25 and 29 are allowable. Dependent Claims 2-5, 7, 21-23, 26 and 30 are also 
allowable by depending from allowable base claims. Applicants respectfully requests 
acknowledgement of their respective allowability. 

ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER. 

Claims 8-10 are objected to as depending from rejected base claims, but would 
be allowable if properly rewritten in independent form. Applicant thanks the Examiner 
for this acknowledgement of patentable subject matter. 

However, Claim 8 has been cancelled, its allowable limitations being written into 
amended Claim 1. The objection to Claims 6-10, dependent from allowable Claim 1, is 
thusly made moot. Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the objection to 
Claims 6-10. 



Claims 1, 20, 25 and 29 have been amended. Claim 8 has been cancelled 
herein, Claims 8, 11-19, 24 and 27-28 have been cancelled previously. Accordingly, 
all the remaining pending claims are in condition for allowance. An expeditious Notice 
of Allowance is respectfully requested. 

If there are any questions, the Applicants' attorney can be reached at Tel: 408- 
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879-6149. 



Respectfully submittei 




Michael R. Hardaway 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 52,992 



/ hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal 
Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, on Decembers, 2007. 



Pat Tompkins 
Name 
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